THE TRADITIONALIST  REVIVAL
should not be hampered by its own diehards. These, how-
ever, were on the war-path, and threatened to wreck this
new Ralliement. The elections of 1924 raised old war-cries
and the Radical party threatened fresh reprisals if the Church
once more made common cause with the enemies of the
Republic.1
The Radicals won the elections, and in 1925 the Herriot
Cabinet decided to try to apply to Alsace-Lorraine the ordinary
French legislation concerning denominational schools. This
was, of course, an affront to all Catholics, and was met with
stubborn resistance, but a united Catholic front was possible
only under Papal control: too many Catholics were breaking
away from the "Action fran?aise," for one thing, and for
another no chance of a successful appeal to French moderate
opinion was possible if the extremists dominated Catholic
councils; the "Action frangaise " had become, as M. Gwynn
points out, " an insuperable obstacle to an effective organiza-
tion of Catholics " against the renewed anti-clerical menace,
and so condemnation came, first unofficially, through a mani-
festo by the Archbishop of Bordeaux (August 1926), and then
by a Papal encyclical. But this document (the first of several),
published in December 1926, was stated to have been originally
drawn up in January 1914 and held up during those fourteen
years for the right time to come, thus proving that Pius X.
himself had realized the unorthodoxy of his champions. The
necessity for a united Catholic front was not, however, the only
cause of Papal intervention. As a firm believer in methods of
conciliation, both between classes and between nations. Pope
1 See, for a full account of the years 1921-1928, Fontaine, Saint Siege,
Action frangaise et Catholiques integraux, which is hostile to the " Action
francaise," and Mermeix, Le Ralliement et VAction frangaise, which is favour-
able. Cf. Daudet and Maurras, VAction frangaise et le Vatican \ Maritain,
Primaute du sfirituel; Gillouin, Trots Crises, and (in a lighter vein) Bedel,
Molinofflndre-et-Loire. A good summary, favourable to the "Action francaise,"
appeared from Dr Longford in The Nineteenth Century for November 1927 ;
a reply from the Archbishop of Westminster appeared in the issue for January
1928 (Dr Longford accepts the version ofGerman influences at the Vatican).
There is a good summary of the whole situation in The Times of 2$th January
1930.
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